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. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 








^] the international application as originally filed 








1 1 the description: 
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pages 


, filed wi 
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1 I the claims: 
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, as originally filed 
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1 1 the drawings: 
pages 






, as originally filed 


pages 
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pages 
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, filed with the demand 



..filed with the letter of . 



the language in which 
which is: 



With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority ii 
the international application was filed, unless oflierwise indicated under fliis item 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language 

L_ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23 . 1 (b)). 
— *e language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

w^SS^f ^^'^ translation fumished for the purposes of intemational preliminary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 

^' ^luJ^fZi *° ^K- a™!'"' acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the intemational 

preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: inwmaaonai 

contained in the intemational application in written fomi. 

filed together with the intemational application in computer readable form. 

fumished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

fumished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

The statement that the subsequently fumished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
mtemational application as filed has been fumished. 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 
been fumished. ^ 

The amendments have resulted ii 

the description, pages 

I I the claims. Nos. 

I I the drawings, sheets/fig _ 



the cancellation of: 



D ™s report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 

Jff ^^J>,^^>hfi»-f'hed to the receiving Office in response to an invitation muler Article 14 are referred to 

Zd 7017) ""Sinally filed and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rule 70.16 

Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report. 
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III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



1. The questions whefiier flie claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non obvious), or to !» 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ 

the entire international application. 
13 claims Nos. 8 



the said intemational application, or the said claims Nos. 8 

relate to the following subject matter which does not require an intemational preliminary examination (specify): 

The subject matter of claim 8 relates to a method for treatment of the himian body by therapy, which does 
not require an intemational preliminary examination by the Intemational Preliminary Examining Authority in 
accordance with PCT Article 34 (4)(a)(i) and PCT Rule 67.1(iv). 



□ the description, claims or drawings indicate particular dements below) or said claicns Nos. . 
are so unclear tibat no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported 
by the description that no meaningful opinion could be formed. 

13 no intemational search report has been established for said claims Nos. § . 

2. A meaningful intemational preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide and/or amino acid 
sequence listing to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 

I I the written form has not been furnished or does not comply witii the standard. 

I I the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 
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IV. Lack of unity of invention 



1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 

I I restricted the claims. 

I I paid additional fees. 

I I paid additional fees under protest 

I I neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

rrpi This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68. 1 , 

2- UiSJ not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 



3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 
I I complied with. 

IXI not complied with for the following reasons: 

The subject matter of claim 1 of the present application is considered to be "a cell proliferation inhibitor 
containing an antibody boimd to PepT as an active ingredient," and the subject matter of claim 9 is considered 
be "an antibody bound to PepT and having cytotoxic activity." 

A matter common to the subject matters of claims 1-7 of the present application and to the subject 
matters of clauns 9-14 is considered to be "an antibody bound to PepT," but as described in the following 
documents, the said antibody is publicly known. So, the said constitution is not considered to be a novel matter, 
and is not considered to be a major matter of the present invention. 

It is not considered either that both the groups of claims are intended to solve a technically common 
problem not solved till the present application was filed. 

Therefore, the subject matters of claims 9-14 of the present application and the subject matters of claims 
1-7 are not considered to be a group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. 



4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination 
in establishing this report 



I I all parts. 

1^ the parts relating to claims Nos. . 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 
Indiistria] applicability (lA) 



Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 



9-11. 13, 14 



2. Citations and explanations 

Document 1: "Drug Inhibition of Gly-Sar Uptake and hPepTl Localization Using hPepTl-GFP Fusion 
Protein," (D. Sun, et al.), AAPS PharmaSci [online], 11 January, 2001 (11.01.01), Vol. 3, No. 1, E2, Retrieved 
from the Internet: URL:httD://www.aapsDharmsci.org/vie w.asp?path=ps0301\ps030102\ps030102.xml&pdf-ves 
Document 2: "Inimunolocalization and Pharmacological Relevance of Oligopeptide Transporter PepTl in 
Intestinal Absorption of P-lactam Antibiotics," (Yoshimichi Sal, et al.), FEBS Letters, 1996, Vol. 392, No. 1, 
pages 25-29 

Novelty and Inventive Step: 

Claims 9-11, 13 and 14 

Document 1 describes an antibody bound to human-derived PepTl (Material and Methods). 

Considering the description on page 4 of the specification of the present application, "the antibody 
contained in the cell proliferation inhibitor of the present invention is not especially limited as far as it can be 
bound to PepT," since it is considered that all the antibodies bound to PepT have cell proliferation inhibitory 
action, the antibody described in document 1 can also be estimated to have the said action. 

Therefore, the subject matters of claims 9-1 1, 13 and 14 do not appear to be novel or to involve an 
inventive step, since they are described in document 1. 

Claims 9-11 and 14 

Document 2 describes an antibody bound to the C-terminal region of PepTl (Material and Methods). 
Therefore, the subject matters of claims 9-11 and 14 of the present application do not appear to be novel or to 
involve an inventive step, since they are described in document 2. 

Claims 1-7 and 12 

Documents 1 and 2 describe neither that an antibody boimd to PepT has cell proliferation action, nor an 
antibody specifically bound to the extracellular region of PepT. These constitutions are not considered to be 
obvious to a person skilled in the art either. So, the subject matters of claims 1-7 and 12 appear to be novel and 
to involve an inventive step in view of the documents cited in the ISR. 
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